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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1. 1 14 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1 .1 7(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been 
withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 09/01/201 1 has 
been entered. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1-26 have been previously examined. Claims 1-4 have been amended. Claims 
59-65 have been cancelled, due to a restriction requirement. No claims have been 
added. Thus, claims 1-26 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 09/01/201 1 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that March does not propose receiving, matching and/or consolidating 

of travel electronic data in real time. The Examiner disagrees. March teaches 

[0081] Specifically, the financial transactions of a company's employees can be 
monitored for real time inventory, distribution, and cash flow control purposes 
(i.e. to implement spending limits etc.) Accordingly, fund transfer system 10 
provides a corporate client with the ability to remotely authorize fund 
transfers as well as to integrate employee transactions (buy/sell) in real time 
with the corporation's general ledger with a minimum of delay (i.e. for real 
time accounting and operations). The ability to control and track real-time 
spending incurred by travelling executives, salespeople and sports teams 
provides organizations with the ability to conduct immediate reconciliation of 
expenses through centralized head office accounting departments. 
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As shown above and contrary to Applicant's assertions, tine cited portion of IVIarch does 
indeed show that the real time tracking of employee travel spending, matching 
consolidating and reconciliation was old and well known in the art of travel expensing. 
Accordingly, Applicant's arguments with respect to March are not persuasive and the 
rejection will be maintained. 

Applicant's remaining arguments are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fredericks et al. U.S. Pre-Grant Publication No. 2004/0167808 A1 in view of Barrett 
U.S. Patent No. 6,029,144. 

3. As per Claim 1 , Fredericks teaches receiving travel and credit card electronic 
data from the multiple electronic data sources with a computer processor (see para. 24- 
25 &44); 

matching the credit card electronic data to the travel electronic data for each of the 
travelers (see para. 29 and 41); 

consolidating in real time the travel electronic data and the credit card electronic data 
from the sources with said processor (see para. 42-44); 
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determining witli said processor a variance for eacli of said matched credit card 
electronic data and travel electronic data for each of the trips for taken by each of the 
travelers, including a first variance for a first trip for taken by a first traveler of a first 
business unit having for which a first travel expense is incurred, wherein said first 
business unit has multiple travelers incurring multiple travel expenses (see para. 56 and 
65); 

identifying a portion of the consolidated electronic data that a user is entitled to receive 
(see para. 27 and 34); and 

supplying said portion of consolidated data to said user with said processor (see para. 
34); Fredericks does not explicitly teach processing employee expenses in real time. 
March teaches employee transaction can be tracked in real time in order to 
accommodate a company's ledger. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the method of Fredericks to 
include the teachings of March to provide real time accounting in a company's ledger. 
Fredericks does not explicitly teach the limitation taught by Barrett wherein said step of 
supplying includes supplying a first analysis of travel spending for said first trip including 
said first travel expense and said first variance while simultaneously supplying a second 
analysis of all of said travel expenses for all of said travelers of said first business unit 
(see Col. 6 lines 49-67 and Fig. 6). It would have been prima facie obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the method of Fredericks and 
March to include the teachings of Barrett to determine compliance with a company 
policy. While Barrett does not explicitly recite simultaneously analyzing while finding a 
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variance, the suggestion would liave been obvious to one of ordinary sl^ill in tlie art at 
the time of invention, as the system of Barrett processes and analyzing multiple 
expense reports from various employees. Nothing in Barrett suggests that the 
determining a variance-(which in itself is analyzing), while still processing other reports 
is outside the capabilities of the system . Further the system of March authorizes fund 
transfers while at the same time performing reconciliation of these transactions (see 
para. 81 or March). 

4. As per Claim 2, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett in further 
view of Barrett teaches the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks further 
teaches initiating a travel booking process by said first traveler for said first trip between 
a first location and a second location and incurring said first travel expense received by 
said computer processor (see para. 26). Fredericks does not explicitly teach the 
limitation taught by March wherein said first analysis is provided in real time by said 
computer processor to during said travel booking process (see para. 81). It would have 
been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify the method of Fredericks to include the teachings of March to provide real time 
accounting in a company's ledger 

5. As per Claim 3, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett in further 
view of Barrett teaches the method of claim 2 as described above. Fredericks does not 
explicitly teach the limitation taught by Barrett comparing said first travel expense with a 
first travel expense criteria with said computer processor (see Col. 6 lines 49-67 and 
Fig. 6); Fredericks does not explicitly teach the limitation taught by March comparing in 
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real time on a computer witli said computer processor during said travel booking 
process immediately after said step of initiating (see para. 81 ). It would have been prima 
facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the 
method of Fredericks to include the teachings of March to provide real time accounting 
in a company's ledger. Fredericks teaches displaying travel data (see para. 38 and 56). 

6. As per Claim 4, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett in further 
view of Barrett teaches the method of claim 2 as described above. Fredericks does not 
explicitly teach the limitation taught by Barrett comparing all of said travel expenses for 
all of said travelers of said first business unit with a second travel expense criteria with 
said computer processor (see Col. 6 lines 49-67 and Fig. 6); Fredericks does not 
explicitly teach the limitation taught by March comparing of all of said travel expenses 
for all of said travelers of said first business unit with said second travel expense criteria 
in real time on a computer with said computer processor during said travel booking 
process immediately after said step of initiating (see para. 81). It would have been prima 
facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the 
method of Fredericks to include the teachings of March to provide real time accounting 
in a company's ledger. Fredericks teaches displaying travel data (see para. 38 and 56). 

7. As per Claim 5, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches the 
method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein said sources 
include one or more corporate card providers, travel agency service providers, and 
ancillary travel service providers (see para. 26). 
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8. As per Claim 6, Fredericl^s in view of IVIarcli in furtlier view of Barrett teaches the 
method of claim 5 as described above. The cited portion of claim 5 meets the limitation 
of this claim, as the limitations of claim 5 are presented in the alternative. 

9. As per Claim 7, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches the 
method of claim 5 as described above. Fredericks further teaches, wherein corporate 
card providers include corporate card data sources (see para. 26 and 45). 

1 0. As per Claim 8, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches the 
method of claim 5 as described above. The cited portion of claim 5 meets the limitation 
of this claim, as the limitations of claim 5 are presented in the alternative. 

11. As per Claim 9, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches the 
method of claim 5 as described above. The cited portion of claim 5 meets the limitation 
of this claim, as the limitations of claim 5 are presented in the alternative. 

1 2. As per Claim 1 0, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 5 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein said 
steps of consolidating and receiving are is done substantially simultaneously (see para. 
68). 

1 3. As per Claim 1 1 , Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 0 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein said 
steps of supplying occurring substantially simultaneously with said steps of 
consolidating and receiving (see para. 68 and 71 ) 

1 4. As per Claim 1 2, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein said 
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supplying is performed tlirougli a display available to at least one of the business units 
(see para 71). 

1 5. As per Claim 1 3, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein said 
step of supplying is through a display in formats that are configured to be manipulated 
(see para. 40). 

1 6. As per Claim 1 4, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein said step 
of supplying indicates the travelers who have potentially deviated from a policy of the 
business unit (see para. 69). 

1 7. As per Claim 1 5, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein said step 
of supplying of consolidated data highlights includes pricing errors (see claim 29). 

1 8. As per Claim 1 6, (Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein said 
supplying of consolidated data indicates any traveler who has deviated from the 
planned itinerary of the traveler (see para. 28). 

1 9. As per Claim 1 7, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein said 
analysis is configured to be used in a travel budget plan (see para. 27). 

20. As per Claim 18, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein said step 
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of supplying of identifies at least one of new destinations, pre-travel approvals, policy 
exceptions of all travelers, real time tracking of expenditures, requirements for supplier 
contracts and analysis relative to the current travel, performance measurement, and 
individual information of a specific traveler (see para. 71). 

21 . As per Claim 1 9, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein said 
supplying is performed through one or more computer networks formed by at least one 
business unit and at least some of each of the travelers, management and suppliers 
and wherein the suppliers include credit card companies (see para. 45, 53 and 71). 

22. As per Claim 20, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein said step 
of supplying includes the step of sorting the data (see para. 71). 

23. As per Claim 21 , Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 20 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein said 
step of supplying includes the step of aggregating the data (see para. 71 ). 

24. As per Claim 22, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks does not explicitly teach the 
limitation taught by Barrett wherein said step of supplying of the data includes 
determining rights to review the data (see Col. 6 lines 62-65). It would have been prima 
facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the 
method of Fredericks and March to include the teachings of Barrett to have an auditor 
access claims that violate policy. 
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25. As per Claim 23, Fredericl^s in view of IVIarcti in furtlier view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks does not explicitly teach the 
limitation taught by Barrett wherein there is included the step of calculating metrics from 
said consolidated electronic the data (see Col. 34-39). It would have been prima facie 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the method of 
Fredericks and March to include the teachings of Barrett to determine compliance with a 
company policy. 

26. As per Claim 24, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein there is 
further included the step of: initiating travel transactions (see para. 22). 

27. As per Claim 25, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein said step 
of initiating travel transactions originates from a display unit used for said step of 
supplying (see para. 71 , the Examiner is interpreting the display unit used by the 
traveler as a display unit used to supply the travel data to a manager). 

28. As per Claim 26, Fredericks in view of March in further view of Barrett teaches 
the method of claim 1 as described above. Fredericks further teaches wherein the 
suppliers include at least one of any GDSs, travel agencies, credit card companies, and 
alternate travel data sources (see para. 66). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TONYA JOSEPH whose telephone number is (571)270- 
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1361 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 7:30 am-5:00pm First 
Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on 571 272 6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Phvate PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/TONYA JOSEPH/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3628 



